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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 33, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen et al (US 6,351 ,289) in view of Gadre et al (US 5,995,161). 

Claim 33: 
Chen discloses: 

"a Vertical Blanking Interval (or VBI) size in an On Screen Display memory; a 
Vertical Blanking Interval position in an On Screen Display memory", see Fig. 2 item 24, 
col. 5 line 52 to col. 6 line 8, col. 6 lines 45-57; 

"a Vertical Blanking Interval luma waveform bitmap", see Fig. 7, col. 7 lines 22- 
24, 66-67; 

"and a Vertical Blanking Interval luma waveform bitmap overlay algorithm 
configured to overlay said Vertical Blanking Interval luma waveform bitmap in a digital 
video signal according to the gray scale palette, size and location data stored in said On 
Screen Display memory", see Fig. 2 item 26, col. 5 lines 17-27; 

the difference between the claimed invention and Chen's disclosure is that the 
data structure of Chen does not explicitly comprise "a gray scale palette in an On 
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Screen Display (OSD) memory" as claimed. However, the structure of the claimed 
invention is a notoriously well known technique in the art, as evidence see Gadre at col. 
6 lines 38-44, col. 10 lines 9-17, used to add detail to images; an artisan would be 
motivated to modify Chen in view of Gadre and implement this existing technique to 
arrive at the claimed invention, because this technique is readily available to the 
designer and advantageously would enhance the appearance of images. Therefore, the 
claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made. 

r 

Claim 34 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 33. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues on pages 14-16 of the REMARKS that "This discussion in 
no way teaches, suggests or is otherwise related to (i) sizing a VBI area, (ii) locating a 
VBI area, or (iii) the use of OSD memory to store such data. There is no mention of 
sizing or locating a VBI area, or of storing such size and location to any manner of 
memory. Although the sine wave characteristic table would likely be stored in some 
form of memory, the Chen patent does not teach or suggest that OSD memory should 
or even could be used. Moreover, there is no mention of OSD hardware anywhere in 
the Chen patent". Contrary to the Applicant's arguments: sizing a VBI area is clearly 
taught by Chen because Chen disclosed a scalar signal for scaling (sizing) the VBI, 
and only a quarter of a sine wave (VBI coding waveform) needs to be stored, as pointed 
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out in the rejection (see specifically col. 5 line 65 to col. 6 line 8, col. 6 lines 55-57); 
locating a VBI area is clearly taught by Chen because Chen disclosed generating 
address (or location, position) for the VBI data as pointed out in the rejection (see 
specifically col. 6 lines 45-47, col. 5 lines 35-43). And regarding the use of OSD 
memory, the reference to Gadre has been used in the rejection; the Applicant has not 
addressed the Gadre reference in the arguments. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 8-32, 35, 36 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean W. Desir whose telephone number is (571 ) 272 
7344. The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 - First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272 7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JWD 

Apr. 3, 07 



DAVID OMETZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




